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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
10/015,326 
Examiner 

Virginia Manoharan 



Applicqht(s) 
XUETAL 



Art Unit 

1764 



The MAtUNG DATE of this communication appears on th9 cav^shMt with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extenalons of time may ba availabls under the provisions of 37 CFR 1. 136(a). In no ovonl, however, may a reply b« Umely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from ihe mailing date of this communiration, 

- If f iiB periDd for reply specHiBd above is lass ihan ihirty (3(5 days, a reply wilhin the sJotWory minimum of thirty (30) d*ya wJII be oensjiterad timely. 

' ir NQ pumm for reply is spepjne<j iibov?, th«> msD^mum »taiutery period uHll «ipply and urill expire SIX (6) MOI^HS from the malliiis date of tito eaiiMiunlcallan 
. Failure to reply within the »et or extei^ded jCR^rlod for reply will, hy sl^te, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 UJBJC S 133) 

- Any rapiy raceivad by the Offoe later than three montiia aftarthe mailino date of this cammunicatlon, even if timely filed, may reduce mt 
earned pafrait lorm adfusimenL See 37 CFR 1.7tM(b). ^ 

Status 

1)ISi Responsive to commun[cation(5) filed on 02 December 2002 . 
2a)D This actlonis FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the meiits is 

closed In accordance with the practice under Srparfo Quayle, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-46 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above daim(s) 30-46 is/are witiidrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) Is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) M9 Is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q ciaim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D Ttie specification Is objected to by the Examiner. 

ia)n The drawingCs) filed on is/are: a)[J accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objecfion to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.SS(g). 

11) n The proposed drawing cotrectlon filed on Is: a)^ approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a daim forforeign priority under 3S U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*e)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) a Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 36 U.$.C, §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachmant(&} 

1) g Notice Of References cited (PTO.892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTOSIS) Paper No(s). 

2) U Notice of DfalUperaon's Patent Drawing Review (PT0.943) S) □ Notice of Informal Patent AppUoatfon (PT0>152) 

3) 123 Infbnnatlon Olsdosure StatementCs) CPTO-1449) Paper No(6) Z- ^ □ Other 
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Appircant's election with traverse of Group I, cfaims 1-29 in Paper No. 6 is 
acknowledged. The tnavensal is on the ground(s) that alt claims have in common a 
purification of the cydosiloxane composition by the absorbent contacting and/or 
azeotropic distillation techniques. Accordingly, these Group 1, II, and III claim species 
cannot be considered "independenf of one another, and are clearly Interrelated and 

Interdependent, not "independent and distinct" The interdependence of these aspects 

of the invention is confirmed— indeed, it is mandated— by the description requirements 
of 35 use 112 which compel disclosure of all three aspects of the invention in the one 
application which Applicants have filed, since the "product-by-process" composition of 
the Group ill claims under 1 12 must satisfy the "how to mai^e" (Group I method of 
mal<ing claims) and "how to use" (Group II CVD method of use claims) requirements of 
the statute..." 

This is not found persuasive because while all the claims have in common the 
purification of the cydosiloxane composition by the absorbent contacting and/or 
azeotropic distillation techniques, however, the Group II invention, e.g., relate to a CVD 
method of depositing a iow fc thin film on a substrate from a cydosiloxane precursor 
which CVD method further comprises reaction and plasma enhancement, noting claims 
31-44. Thus, unlike the Group I invention directed primarily to a physical unit of 
operation, the Group II indudes also a reaction process. 
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Moreover, while the product of Group III invention is made by the process as 
claimed e.g., in claim 45, however, the product can also be made by other processes 
other than the process/method defined in the Group I invention. 

Furthermore, in the instant case, there is a burden in searching the claimed 
inventions. Class 252, for example, Is a mandatory field of search for the group III 
invention, but is not required to be searched for the group I & 11 Inventions. Likewise, 
classes 427, 438, 437, 148, and etc., are required to be searched for the group II 
invention, but these classes are not required to be searched for the product claims in 
^e group 111 inventions, and the purification or separation process in group I. Besides, 
class 203 (where the elected invention is classified is directed only to process claims). 
There are no compositlon(s) or product(s) searches in class 203. The product is 
searched and classified in a different area of the USPTO classification system, e.g., 
class 252. Likewise, the method of depositing a low dielectric constant in a thin film 
substrate belongs to a drfferent class i.e., class 427 of the USPTO classification system. 
The requirement Is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

The specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors e.g. typographical, grammar, idiomatic, syntax and 
etc. Applicants' cooperations are requested in correcting any errors of which applicants 
may become aware in the specification. 

Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly daim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 



PAGE 5/13*RCVDATm043:11:14PM (Eastern Standard Timel*sra^^ 



JRN-07-2004 15:05 ATM I LEGflL DEPT 203 797 2544 P. 06/13 

Application/Control Number: 1 0/01 5,326 Pag© 4 

Art Unit: 1764 

a. The steps (1) and (2) in the Markush grouping recited e.g. in claims 1 and 
29 are directed to two unrelated, different units of operations, i.e., to absorption 

and distillation. 

While the process of distillation effects separation of a substance mixture 
according to bolting characteristics, the process of absorption effects separation 
of substances according to the type of the class of material and/or by the 

different absorbability of the components, not according to the boiling 
characteristics as does distillation, 

b. For the combination (3), there is no tie-in between step (1 ) and step (2). 
The product from step (1) Is also not connected or correlated to step (2) and vice 
versa. 

c. The used of abbreviations in the claims is improper. For example "CVD" 
in claims 1 and 2. Initially identifying the material followed by the abbreviation in 
parenthesis obviates this rejection. 

d. The inconsistent used of terminology in the claims is improper such as 

e. g., '^optionally at least one other impurity" in claim 1, line 4; " or optionally at 
least one impurity in line 1, as opposed to "optionally impurit/ In line 5. 

In claim 13, the "adsorbenf in claim 13 should be— adsorbent bed material-. 

e. The "n" in [Sio]n recited in claim 1 , (2), was not specified in the claim. 

f. The process steps (1 ) and (2) are already covered in claim 1 , claimed 
twice and/or at odds with claim 1 , steps (1 } and (2)? 
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g. An "azeotropic mixture" is normally defined by its composition and 
pressure, but which parameters are not given in the claims. See e.g., claim 1 . (2). 

h. It is unclear what "said impurity" is being referred to in claims 2-4, i.e., 
whether the Initially recited " at least one impurity" or "the at least one other 
impurity". 

i. It is not clear whether the "an absorbent bed material "in claim 8, line 2, is 
the same or different from the "aQ adsorbent bed material" initially in claim 1 , line 
3. (Underlinings Supplied). 

j. The claimed "said drying agenf in claim 1 0 iad<s antecedent basis for 
support in the claims. The same hold true for claims 11 , 1 2, 1 4 and 1 7. 
k. The decantation in claim 16 is at odds with the distillation in combination 
of (1) and (2) for (3) step. 

I, Regarding claim 10, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the 
claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not Identically disclosed or de$crlbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
SISSSmIIS® Jl^ ^^'^^^ ^^^'"9 ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negathred by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McEntee (4,127.598) or Tsuicuno el al (5,312,947) in view of Rossmy et al (4,087,448). 
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Either McEntee or Tsukuno et al discloses substantially the process as claimed. 

See e.g., Fig. 1, Part I, col. 5, lines 30-38 and the claims at ools. 17-20 of 
McEntee; and at col. 6, lines 38-43 and In Example 7 at col. 10 of Tsukuno. The 
process of McEntee or Tsukuno differs from the claimed invention in that claim 1 , for 
example, recites in step (2), "distilling a starting mixture comprising at least one [SiO]n 
cyclosiloxane CVD precursor, In the presence of an azeotropic component, so as to 
fomi an azeotropic mixture with the water contained In said starting mixture; in order to 
produce (A) a distillate fraction comprising water and the azeotropic component and (B) 
a balance fraction comprising a purified cyclosiloxane precursor, whereby said balance 
fraction (B) is substantially reduced in water relative to said starting mixture..." 

However, said step is conventionally done in the art as taught, e.g. In Example 2, 
col, 8 and col. 9 of the Rossmy et ai reference. 

To incorporate Rossmy's process to the process of either McEntee or Tsukuno 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art inasmuch as McEntee for 
e g-, suggests a purification process which Includes distillation. Note, e.g., col. 9, lines 
38-63 and col. 12. 

The levels of impurity and water in dams 18-19 and 20-21 respectively; the 
temperatures In daims 26-28 are deemed to be result- effective- variables which 
ordinarily are within the skilled of the art. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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a. Imai et al discloses a purification method including the combination of 
adsorption and distillation 

b. Holm et al discloses utilizing an adsorbing bed for the feed 
cyclopolydioganosiloxane material. 

c. EP '665 discloses a siloxane purification method. 

d. Perry et al discloses a method for the puiificatlon of cyclic siloxanes including 
drying with agents such as calcium chloride molecular sieves and etc. 

Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to V. Manoharan whose telephone number Is (703) 308- 
3844. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday from 7:30 a.m. to 
• 6:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenn Caldarola can be reached on (703) 308-6824. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
872-931 1 for regular communications and (703) 308-0651 for After Final 

communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 
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V. Manohara/dh 
March 19. 2003 
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